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Plow Wude the fol lowing In the record of pud ic comments for 9*'Plase I Feaz151 3FUUdy for the Canyon D isposition
Inldst(ve (221- 1.1 Facility).' R summort ma what I feel should be done in soMng th is problem. If there are questions, please
phone meal hones at (W-9/64409.

1 prefer Alternative 6: Close In Place. CoRaWAd Struclu a My reasons for this choke are rented to rr inimWW the amount of
c
lean III needed for the base of the environmental barrier, the timing involved In obtaining sold waste to fi

ll 
Internal molds in the

chi, and the curre nt status of the roof and upper wa
ll
s of the canyon building. As stated In DOEIRL-97-11 Rev 0, ARemafive

6 I one of the four chokes to pro ceed Into the red phase of analysis. I also transforms a problem ores Into a permanent
waste disposal s

it
e that an tie used to support t he overall Hanford Site cleanup effort.

1 prefer Option A for future use of the Central Plateau as a 200 Ares waste marwoemeM area AReralive 6 Is consistent with
the recommendations of "Hanford Future S

it
e Uses Worldng Group, Future for Hanford: Uses and Cleanup.' Any Hanford

Ste wastes and compatib le DOE wastes from off-do should be allowed, but comnere4l wads* should be limited to
plutonium, 12D% enriched umnlum, 0433. plea commerc

ia
l wades that are beneficial for DOE to receive (e.g., prepaid).

No commercial agent reactor fuel should be accepted at Hanford for a Monitored Retrimble Storage Faditty.

R Is difficu
lt

 to project when waste generated by other Hanford Site octMtles will become avaftble, when the 221-U faci
li
ty (or

other canyons) w
il
l be available to accept rad ioactive and hazardous wastes, and nearly knpossible to predict when the political

sgmemeMS and regulato ry requirements will be mel. However, 221-U N the bed of the five canyons to exhklt entombment

(par Table 1-1 of DOEIRL-97-11). Still, fug chamcler@stbn of the ails and vessels w
il

l be nx1Wed to demondMe th at there
are no criticality safety or other problems that need mediation or solution before ordombment dads. Then criterfe mud be met
to miNm@e contained void space Inside vessels, pipes and calls to prevent Mum ground subsidence.

As much waste should be placed kside the 221-U carryon aft, pipe trench, and galleries as Is reasonably pirywANSe) and
adNfedlively available and the aboveul-pour-block structure demdleMd. k would al

so 
be cost-effective to obtsm a RCRA

parmit for disposal of ran-CERCLA wades In 221-U and to make sure wade acceptance criteria are satisfied so that o0ar
Hanford wades could be brought in w ithout separate CERCIA declekn documen

ts
 and time lost for each separate Instance.

It Is time-critical to entomb as much wade as Is suitable for near-surface disposal as possible Inside 221-U (and eventually, the
other four canyons) and avoid exba costs for enlarging She ERDF burial sits.

I urderslend that the canyon and wares and roofs are not attached to the suds waft In a manner that soil resist a msW sdsmk
avant. Placing IN inside and outside the canyon waft and roofs will help to stabkn this problem. However. I feel that removal
of al l structures above Da eel aver dock level MR help to ensure that the entombed wades Inside the canyon cogs. pipe
trenches, and galleries MR day Inside very heavily reinforced structures, which are principally below current 	level.

Sincerely,

Lee%C. Davenport.
Senior Engineer, Nuclear Safety (Rdi reM
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